Introduction

45
Australian planners have wrongly assumed they can protect urban residents from pollution by 46 designating some areas as sacrifice zones for noxious and polluting land uses (Troy, 2000 , p. reproduce and express inequality between socio-economic and socio-demographic groups.
69
Planning is often complicit in processes that create environmentally unjust outcomes.
70
Australian planning's failure to engage with environmental justice warrants attention.
71
In this paper we seek to better understand why Australian planning seemingly 72 neglects environmental justice concerns. We begin by explaining the concept of 73 environmental justice and briefly reviewing its US history, establishing Australian relevance.
74
We then consider planning's role in environmental justice issues internationally, discussing 
What is environmental (in)justice?
82
Built and organic environments are highly differentiated between places, across scales, and 83 across time (Harvey, 1996) . Environmental injustice refers to the inequitable spatial 84 distribution of environmental harms and benefits (Low and Gleeson, 1998) arising from land 85 and property development, unjust planning processes, uneven law enforcement, and limited 86 public participation in decision-making. Environmental justice specifically refers to the 87 concept that: "everyone has the right to inhabit clean, healthy and safe environments, and to 88 enjoy equal access to safe and healthy workplaces, schools, recreation areas and nutritious and is allied with the idea of 'just sustainabilities' (Agyeman et al., 2003) .
92
Arising from the US Civil Rights Movement, environmental justice first grew to 93 prominence in the 1980s (Bullard, 1990 (Low, 2000) . resisted an attempt to site a waste incinerator in their community (see Sandercock, 1998) .
156
Document searches revealed that their neighbourhood was targeted for this facility because it 157 was thought residents would offer lower resistance than political powerful, White 158 communities (Bullard, 1999; Schlosberg, 1999) .
159
The other side of this coin is malign neglect, where planners, politicians, policy once occupied these spaces (Searle and Byrne, 2002 people to pursue legal action because they may: lack the financial wherewithal; be politically 202 marginalised; or fear retribution if they raise a complaint (Bullard, 1993 (Bullard, , 1996 .
203
Consequently, some companies can evade environmental regulation in vulnerable 204 communities, which they cannot do elsewhere (Mennis, 2005) . argue that similar problems plague planning for coal seam gas extraction in Condamine,
252
Queensland. They argue that public involvement in decision-making about mining impacts is 253 negligible, despite potentially environmentally unjust outcomes for rural communities. and lead paint in older, low quality housing (Murphy, 1993 1970s, came improvement of sorts (Fagan, 1986) .
337
During the late 1980s and early 1990s, under the aegis of the Commonwealth
338
Building Better Cities Program, specially commissioned government redevelopment 339 agencies, supervised pollution remediation and facilitated redevelopment in inner city locales.
340
Former inner city rail yards and industrial areas were assembled into large land holdings for 341 upper income housing (Forster, 2004 and/or complicit observers of injustice to becoming advocates for environmental equity. 
